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(d) POLITICAL ATTITUDE OF THE SLAVS DURING THE SPRING CRISIS OF 1848
Within all the more developed Slav nationalities there was a distinct political differentiation before and during the 1848 Revolution. Among the Poles, the higher nobility supported the Imperial government during the whole crisis, while the lower gentry sided with the German opposition in the debates of the Constituent Assembly at Vienna. Among the Croat intelligentsia, peasants, and lesser clergy there was the rather democratic trend of Yugoslav 1 nationalism, or " Illyrism " as it was then called, in memory of a short-lived episode in the Napoleonic period. This was opposed' to the traditional " Croat State rights " advocated, with a pro-Hapsburg tendency, by the nobles, gentry and bureaucracy.2 While the former tendency still prevailed in the first Diet, the foolishness of Magyar 1 centralising policies later gave the lead to the second tendency and made Ban Jellafiic the main tool of Hapsburg reaction, especially against the Hungarian revolution.
Among the Czechs the two parallel tendencies were developed from the very beginning.3 The feudal nobility was mainly interested in securing increased autonomy for the Provincial estates which it dominated, even when it was ready to accept a certain degree of middle class and even peasant participation.4 Its political programme was therefore to obtain the maximum autonomy for the Bohemia of history and for all the historic provinces of the Bohemian Crown. The liberal group which led the intellectual revival, immediately after hearing of the February revolution in Paris, moved the resolution carried at the Wenzels-bath Meeting on March n, 1848, two days before the revolution in Vienna. This, and all subsequent steps until May, kept within the bounds of a peaceful demand for reform. Only in connection with the successive victories of the Viennese revolution did the Committee elected by the Wenzelsbath meeting gain a
11 use the term ** Yugoslav ", i.e. " Southern Slav ", in the mother tongue of all the peoples concerned, simply in order to denote movements emphasising their desire for unity, quite apart from the special meaning the term has received in recent years as a description of a distinct method of achieving that unity. Similarly, Magyar means here always the ruling nationality of the Hungarian state, as described in their mother tongue, as distinct from this state itself, which (except from the Trianon Treaty to the Munich settlement) was always multi-national, although the ruling nationality did not recognise this fact, and used the same name for state and nation*
* See Redlich> op. cit., pp. 209 and aij?.         * Denis, op. #V,, pp. 330-40*
* See Helffert, op. cit., Vol. I, p. 424.